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IN THE UTAH COURT OF APPEALS 
MLED 
Utah Court of Appeals 
JUL 2 6 1996 
Marilyn M. Branch 
Clerk of the Court 
JOSEPH M. WISDEN, 
Petitioner/Appellant, 
vs. 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, 
Respondent/Appellee. 
CASE NO. 960021 CA 
UTAH COURT OF APPEALS 
BRIEF 
UTAH 
DOCUMENT 
K F U 
50 
*A4£-
On Appeal from the Fifth DisPflGl^m °^^CTL.\ C* 
In and For Washington County, State of Utah 
The Honorable G. Rand Beacham, Presiding 
Judgment of Dismissal dated November 30, 1995 
OBJECTION TO PETITIONER'S CITATION OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITIES 
The Respondent and Appellee objects to Petitioner's Citation 
of Supplemental Authorities dated July 16, 1996, and presumably 
filed that day or shortly thereafter. The objection is based upon 
the following grounds: 
1. Petitioner asks the Court to take judicial notice of 
certain items. Courts take judicial notice of matters of evidence. 
The Appellate Courts do not receive evidence, but base their 
decisions on matters before the court below. Therefore, the taking 
of judicial notice of additional evidence is not proper. 
2. The matters which Petitioner's request this Court to take 
judicial notice of are not part of the record below. 
3. In asking the Courts to take judicial notice of certain 
items, Petitioner has not indicated what arguments, points of their 
brief, etc., the matters relate to, and therefore, the significance 
of the matters are unknown. 
4. Because the matters which Petitioner asks this Court to 
take judicial notice of are not really supplemental authorities, it 
appears that Petitioner is creating new issues or arguments to 
which Respondent has not had opportunity to respond. 
DATED this 2J$^ day of July, 1996. 
HANSON, EPPERSON & SMITH 
Robert R. Wallace', #3366 
HANSON, EPPERSON & SMITH, P.C. 
4 Triad Center, Suite 500 
P.O. Box 2970 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84110-2970 
Tele: (801) 363-7611 
ATTORNEYS FOR RESPONDENT/APPELLEE 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing OBJECTION 
TO PETITIONER'S CITATION OF SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITIES was mailed, 
postage prepaid, this day of July, 1996, to the following: 
Joseph M. Wisden 
Attorney for Appellant, Pro Se 
465 So. Bluff Street, #160 
St. George, Utah 84770 
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